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_ rte MMim DAT£ „, lhh «, a. -» *• •»»■»«<«»• «*"~ - 

^HORt'eNEO STATUTORY PER.OD FOR REPLY ,S SET TO EXP.RE ^_ MONTHIS) FROM 

USX!:™*-— 

mailing date of this communication. statutorv minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

. „ the period for repV specified above is less ^^^^"^^^^ SIX (6) MONTHS from the meiling dete of this commun K atK,n. 
- „ NO period for reply is speeded ebove. the ^™ .utT ^e the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. I 133). 

earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Responsive to communication(s) filed on Feb 15, 2001 



2a) □ This action is FINAL. 2b) R This action is non-final. 

3,D Since this application is in condition for ^J^^^^TzT *" ^ 

closed in accordance with the pract.ce under Ex parte Quayie, 193b uu. , 

Disposition of Claims jn the applicatio n. 

4) 53 Claim (s) 

is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

4a) Of the above, claim(s) ■ - 

is/are allowed. 

5) D Claim(s) . — ■ " 

is/are rejected. 

6) K Claim(s)r^5 . ■ 

w is/are objected to. 

7) D Claim(s) _ a re subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

8) D Claims 

Application Papers 

9) □ The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

1 1 )□ The proposed drawing correction filed on _ ■ 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

1 2) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 119 and 120 19 ( a )-(d) or (f). 

1 3 ) D Acknowledgement is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9(a) (d) 

a)D All b)D Some* c)D None of: 

1 □ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2 □ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. ■ 

3 □ Copies of the certified copies of the ^.priority documents Ja- been received in this National Stage 
aDDlication from the International Bureau (PCT Rule i i.iwu 

•See the attached'detai.ed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

1 4) D Acknowledgement is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9(e). 
.,□ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

" 1 5)D Acknowledgement is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § § 1 20 and/or 

Attachment(s) „ Summaiy ,^^,3, Pape r No(s). 

11 SI Notice of References Cited (PT0-892) '-' _..„. 

■ 0 - jnTn n.o\ 5) □ Notice of Informal Patent Appl.cat.or. (PT0-1 52) 
21 □ Notice of Drattspersons Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) L_l 

3) 53 Information Disclosure Statements) (PTO-1449) Papar No(s). _J__ 8) □ MUsr . 
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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

1. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude withone or ^^v*^^***^^****" 
matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claims 5 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards 

as the invention. 

In lines 3-5 of claim 5, L is defined as a leaving group, however no L appears in the 
formula. 

3. Claim 21 recites the limitation "curing step" in line 1. There is insufficient antecedent 
basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Objections 
In line 2 of claim 17, "increase" is misspelled. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
ect? o r 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and to prior art are 
ucn tL to subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time to mventton was made to . person 

having ordkary skill in the art to which said subj ect matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by to 

manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1 and 4-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Willey 
et al, WO 94/28106 in view of Payet, US 5,885,303. 

Willey et al teach laundry detergent compositions containing bleaching systems with 
bleach activators (see abstract). An example of such a composition comprises 15% sodium 
percarbonate and 5% bleach activator where the bleach activator is nonanoyl caprolactam, (6- 
nonamidocaproyl)oxybenzene sulfonate, and benzoxazin activator where fabrics are laundered 
with this composition at 40°C for 40 minutes (page 23, examples V, VIII, and X). With respect 
to claim limitations such as whiteness value and fiber degradation, as Willey et al teach the 
identical bleaching solution of the present claims, the solution of Willey et al will inherently meet 

these claim limitations. 

Payet teaches a process for imparting durable press to fabrics (see abstract). The process 
contacts a fabric with formaldehyde, a catalyst, and a silicone elastomer (see abstract). Neither 
reference teaches a combination process of bleaching and providing durable press. The examiner 
notes however that bleaching a fabric by saturating it with a bleaching solution is taught in 
perhaps hundreds of references, and providing durable press with a formaldehyde/silicone 
elastomer composition is very well known in the art as demonstrated by the reference above. It 
does not represent an inventive step to combine two well known processes of treating a fabric 
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into a single process. Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, 
wishing to both bleach and provide durable press to a fabric, to use the bleaching and durable 
press systems well known in the art and so render obvious the claims at hand. 

6. Claims 1-3, 5-21 and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Willey et al, WO 94/28106 in view of Wright, US 3,639,096. 

Willey et al teach laundry detergent compositions containing bleaching systems with 
bleach activators (see abstract). An example of such a composition comprises 15% sodium 
percarbonate and 5% bleach activator where the bleach activator is nonanoyl caprolactam, (6- 
nonamidocaproyOoxybenzene sulfonate, and benzoxazin activator where fabrics are laundered 
with this composition at 40°C for 40 minutes (page 23, examples V, VIII, and X). With respect 
to claim limitations such as whiteness value and fiber degradation, as Willey et al teach the 
identical bleaching solution of the present claims, the solution of Willey et al will inherently meet 

these claim limitations. 

Wright teaches a process for imparting wrinkle resistance to fabrics (see abstract). The 
process contacts a fabric with dimethylol-4 ) 5-dihydroxyethylene urea (see abstract). Neither 
reference teaches a combination process of bleaching and providing durable press. The examiner 
notes however that bleaching a fabric by saturating it with a bleaching solution is taught in 
perhaps hundreds of references, and providing durable press with a dimethylol-4,5- 
dihydroxyethylene urea composition is very well known in the art as demonstrated by the 
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reference above. It does not represent an inventive step to combine two well known processes of 
treating a fabric into a single process. Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art, wishing to both bleach and provide durable press to a fabric, to use the bleaching 
and durable press systems well known in the art and so render obvious the claims at hand. 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Charles Boyer whose telephone number is (703) 308-2524. The examiner 
can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 9:30 AM - 6:00 PM. 

If reasonable attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Yogendra Gupta, can be reached on (703) 308-4708. The fax phone number for this 
Group is (703) 872-9310 for non-after-final amendments and (703) 872-9311 for after-final 
amendments. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application should be 
directed to the Group receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 308-0661. 



Charles Boyer 




November 1, 2002 



